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PART III—Section 4 
3 nfW u ^ TTOlftw 

PUBUSHEP BY AUTHORITY _ 

^ 12 °3 ^ ^Sllf 23, 2003/*PP*r 1, 1925 ~~~ 

No » 12 °1 NEW DELHI, WEDNESDAY, JULY 23, 2003/SRAVANA 1,1925 


17 2003 

U il 4V90/2002-T(*I3M^.—-fTmrPT 1963 (1963 *FT 38) % #5 48 % 3Rrf?T 

SJT ohhVi 

-m ^~ t RoriaRem %%q wm ^ftt%% 

3T^7T% -H^K W ^TT11 

a n rersft 

»■ 


■g^rig mth 


irarwru zterot /90/2002- t?r^M 

sn^yr 

(lenf 2003 ^ 8 tfcmiftcr) 




^ y<M«i grnte wr ^ ^?r sTefr ^fet^w y°n# feCR m sr 3 tt^ 3tfdRsd 

^e^^^TOTerni^%g ^<T | M MtH y*dl4 ^^te#t I 


2 . 1 . 



(i) 9^r IteVi ^r ^ <*><} 3 t!t anfer^r -14001 st 3o<r?ss>di3if ^ ^ 3rrw$crr 

^ ^, fteFTSi HM9 t 1 S>^ feR, S^StT : ?dT St fte^l i}T*sRT 

I 

(ii) #STfcc?TC£r W cTHTiTT? 10 3Tfc II (Ste^T/Sfo TOT?) 3^13 

. ci J K J llil t ^TOR fcfTOft t, SrR ^ eTWT 60 TO 

SfcT^ sft cTPTcr ITT ?feT ^ Sfift oTeTfFd tS^K ST 3?f^frf S*} ^ tcR ^ S>TfT feTF t I 

5^ SSi efAH ^iMdl 3?tT TITPrfTSj dM ST yi^H ^llfad I=MI 

MSt “t I 3S<fc TPT cPt dk 4lvj|fc?l 3TlT vM^> TflST ^l> JjrfSSft / H)«II5C1 

t<fti 2R#r, WKm ¥. 10 zfc n ^ steer ^ M sr far irrfetef t OTte 

4]'jfa>^4Tl ^ef Rs^9i'l feR 'j(R J ll 1 

(iii) UWlfcld ^TOcT#^A^^TOT?nte^t, ^tTO SRT, %STTOT 

ya;^t‘4R?rt i 
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(iv) 1RT WT^A AtTT ^ 3lIdR<M cfFTcTt, AAA / A TT ^BTcT fA A 

A TOTHS ^ 7MA A At t ^ ^ WA % fA ^ AA 3 ^TT IAt 

qn§f jA TpEff qr, fAir*iraT t ^ 3iftilWi wrt A ^qT At ^ fA, A<iel / A^ ^ 
aTMc^^^f^-WCf^FRci (Ai * 11 ^ I 

(v) 30 fA ^2002 A^^AtaA AtW^, AAt3TfAfA A^, clMOfff 10 

3fk 11 TC^Rtirl AA/A^ 1 !^. 2.25A tK^hif simA Adental SwH Ph<m 11 

(vi) fedqtf 27.27 cU^T? 4» l ^ l HSftdd IA A^3T^RTT?T^. 02.22 ?? (t^pf A 

ATimcrA^R) snAA^t i Ai^ferwt At. 2.25,A^ftAcTA 

TT^t I 


2.2 wftA^TfWTlST'. 10 A 11 TC yeRclcl A 4 ell / AAT. 2.25 glrTZ^^T W: 

tjA A TOf A ^r 3 fAt tor ti 


3. feffe totA ■gfer ^ arpr, <AAt ^r tor ttAtt <jh AA w\z% d w <wA fe 1 At % 

AArW*lT I 

4. i^^A, n ^2003 A AtMAA * 5 * 4 i$w swrfjf «fr i m «3«w d ^Atfr 

r-3OTWTQT I 


5.1. 

a^^rtorw: - 

(i) *]cT A At *id^4d MfAAAiAiTfFRT ! 


_ V. X V V r\ f-._O______ CN ■■. tiw -vA-r- mii \ f~ u ftir 3lf <*l0r\0 'MATl/1 

(ii) gt 2002-2003 M ^ITeT / W> <M l^hclHl Hl^l <W 5Gf??R i^i m^i oti^. *rnri ihuim mm awj-^wt 


itfocHI 4ldl4ld AfsA 


5.2. 


M \ H Nnvini'-I i i I . . .. 

(i) ^A dlcfl dd^KI 58,96,120/-! 1 ^A^Al^rf^ AAr 

WHrT $llfe A t AA ?A 3 Tl^frf MtH URT A ^dlA t 


(ii) A^AAwAA/ A^A-'TO, 

tararzA) 


H4M*'2002 

16.11 

^A2002%41^2003 d«t> (y^ftcl) 

07.54 

FT 

23.65 


(iii) ^ 2003-200441*1 25.50 dflsl'TTt l 


6. l^t^T 

w tAW A A AAsicA A A i 

3^^153- WWW .tariffauthority .org ^TC A 37OT I 

7. I^"94t 7 u F A^A^Atf ^ A^f%, iHnfA^I^Ar . 

jf^rt}ATAateft^t i Atw?t; 

T^Afcr! ‘sm '§1 At IA eit ^ Tit 11 ^r ^ fn A Ar^cf: ^ 

i ?t AlrnT / ^l4i ^ ^cTcF TcT ^T 1 ! ePTT ^ I! cl ^ 7>l ; ,1 i 5 ' 
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(ii) W ^WT dH<JlM<trctf (ftTCef tf^Kd) t, aTFFT WR cFlft Rt 

3TOWTT ixmk 6dti % wtg|^3TNM3si^t i wR?RRtRRitfefRfafft t 
RRttcT RftRT t ’yqT-cq ^TT'MIci’q IKT ffRd fe^Tri “3I^^P» ^RdTRRf" ^ RW tor t | ^d*l l 
RxRR^Rf t I 

Rif o^fttf ^ 1 ^aiMcD tR^Rdl eHlOIftf RTRRRWfH4*fr RWRft RRRRtt I SRRIRRt'f 

w f ^r^^TT ft rrr rrt rrt .rrr f tRr / ^rrt rr; ritrr rft am^nt i rtRwtpt 

?R"t">KR fax! ffKOIdH t 3T)T 3TRt aTTRdf oRRT (W dR> Rt Rilft ^ cFF, gft) ^ fePs f R<R>K 

t ^§Rdl f<£lt3TJ^FT H6l faddl I 5^i 3T[f l sH<HlM)<il t Rv^] t f<f RiRf / RilRiRir 

SSVHISI 3TtejeRT RKt % tfR 3TI^ta ^RT frRT 3f RRT RT I 3*& cfar ft |R, KFaMdl RRT, 
fdRRf Rift RWdtRT ait Rif o^^R^RKttitfRRRiaTdRRRrcRgeRTagjRdRfnT t 


(iii) RR^RftRi< 


(iv) 


ftRlt I Wrfar^aTcIRTfe^Rfef/^TKi^RH fydl Mini ^"^(4 FIH'^H cR^ 

fl^TRf ^I : RRkTT, R5^3f tfoRRTW^fwtlffR^f t RKK RKH I RnR3^Tf 4>ihHd1 dFll 
I KRdlHld) t <Krf <a Ri^l t, RfR RFI^R ft 3TRjt ciioi) tpf t>t y^llRld RRR t «I16< R3T 
^UcTT t ftftR 3|Rlt t yf*dd RTRTRt 3SRRT% ^MdH RRRTfRTRRiff W^TR^f ROTR^ 
Rif Rtf Rife °RRf frf qfcdcfd ft wf3f t1 

RR3tft t RRRfe RT ftRRdt 13^^ 27.50 FfRi’3R RIdTRTd I ife 

^r t Rt 2002-2003 t R^lf / Rt* ft 23.65 W® 33 (arftRQ W R3 RSRT3 fel RRT aft? 
R*f 2003-2004 #25.50 WS 33 RFRT fe Rllt R3 3RRR t | TRftffft fet fR, ftfeRd 
SKI ^IdRId^^^TO^TTO^^^rdR^d <MR1 f Rf 133IRRR^R33PTR W 
3ft I 


(v) fR RRlt Rift RUIId) R3Rife RRR. 58.96RFsraflr 27.50 HFsTRR RldlRFcf 3HRRRT ^ 
/ 2.14 fcTRR 3#l^fdcT Mt t 2.25 fcTTR^K^ 4><HI ^l£b KR3Mf ^ 

ywid ^1 i atROT53Tk3to3f dH q^dl t 1#^. 2.15frr3RRT3ffZ[^[Wfrt I 


(vi) *i$4d gncfrl^r, RRfe3^4l3chrifarr tim 33 ftafar, wc^t^RTURH * 

^3TR, ^ teR 'SKT M Rjfw ^T TRIcR ^ RT f^RR-fdRf f3R ?JT I ^T 

^-R^dTef RFf RTakRR3RR^ W-T TRRT fW '*3 ^tdR WR#RRT i 
RfRR^TOR ^ l fRd f 3TRrtf R^Rf^tdTgfR i 33 333M, TOR^f^TRRR+<dl 
3%RT 1 ^fdR W ffW ^ RRlfRd fR^RKRT t R#R iRRR t Wt few Rdt^fT fe tdRT, 
RRailql^ SKI y<d RRRWRd ^31 3TR?RR>t I 

8. qRuiiHR^R, aflr OTTIRK RR wt tr RR mi fddr^-fRfrf ^ 3RRR RT, Rf RlfeRT ^cTRRFTRf# 
dd^Srl ^llfl RT ft Rif o^R Rt R-gdl ff'F, RRatff t> fRTRT? 'd'. 10 at^C lit y^Rdd ^Klf / flR> RT 
02.15 RfdZRRtRT (t RRR rFTltf R3dTR) ^ai^fRRRRIRR5Td! t I 


3T. h. 4fPi^ i < , 3?*m 
[f^rm m/rv/i43/2003/3ror. ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
Mumbai, the 17th July, 2003 

No. TAMP/90/2002-MOPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (3* of 1963), the Tariff Authority for tojot Po^here^ prap^ o e 


suppress’™ systemon hire attbe Monuugao Port Trust as in the Order append hereto 


SCHEDULE 


Case No. TAMP/90/2002-MQPT 


The Mormugao Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 8th day of July 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust 
(MOPT) about charging of a levy towards recovery of the additional cost on acquisition of 
wet dust suppression system on hire. 

2.1. The MOPT has made the following points in its proposal: 

(i) . in order to satisfy the poiiuiion control norms and aisu, as one^of the 

requirements under ISO 14001, the port has to contain the level of dust 
concentration in the air to meet the regulatory norms. 

(ii) . Since the Vasco city is hear to the berths 10 and 11 (coal/coke berths) of 

the Port trust and the dust emanating from these coal berths is causing 
pollution problems, the port has entered into a contract for acquiring wet 
dust suppression system on hire at a cost of around Rs.60 lakhs per 
annum. This includes setting up of a loading station and provision of 3 
mobile tankers alongwith chemical additives. Thes$ mobile tankers with 
fixed nozzles and manpower attached to it will be used for spraying water 
mixed with the additives on the coal stacks all the 3 shifts on all days at 
berth nos. 10 and 11. 

(iii) . The cost proposed to be recovered does not include the cost of water and 

power, which is supplied by the port to the service provider free of cost. 

(iv) . Since this is an additional cost incurred by the port, and is not covered 

under the wharfage charges collected on coal/coke, or considered during 
the recent revision of the Scale of Rates of the MOPT, it is proposed to fix 
a special levy.towards recovery of this additional cost from the importers of 
coal/coke. 

(v) . The Board of Trustees in its meeting held on 30 September 2002 has 

approved to levy a ^surcharge of Rs.2.25 per tonne on the coal/coke 
handled at Berth nos. 10 and 11 subject to the approval of the TAMP. 
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(vi). Based on the quantity of 27.25 lakh tonnes of coal handled during the 
pervious year, the rate works out to Rs.2.22 per tonne (exclusive of the 
cost of power and water), which is rounded off and fixed at Rs.2.25 per 
tonne. 

2.2.. In this backdrop, the MOPT has requested the Authority to apprpve a levy 

charge of Rs. 2.25 Per tonne on the coal / coke handled at Berth Nos 10 and 11. 

3 . In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the MOPT 

proposal was forwarded to concerned user organisations for their comments. 


4. A joint hearing in thjs case was held on 17 June 2003 at the MOPT 

premises. At the joint hearing, the MOPT and the concerned users have made their 
submissions. 


5.1. On a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the MOPT was requested to 
furnish additional information on the following^points: 

(i) . Exact cost of the wet dust suppression system. 

(ii) ; Quantity of coal/coke handled during 2002-03 and, the traffic projections for 

the next financial year 2003-04. 

5.2. In response, the MOPT has furnished the following details: 


(i). The contract value of the wet dust suppression system is Rs.58,96,120/-, 
excluding the cost of water which would be supplied by the port. 


(ii). The quantity of coal / coke handled during the year: 

_ (in lakh tonnes) 


April to November 2002. 

16.11 

From December 2002 to March 2003 
(projected) 

7.54 

Total 

23.65 


(iii). The Projected quantity for the year 2003-04 is 25.50 lakh tonnes. 


5 . The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on 

records at the office of this Authority, An excerpt of the comments received and arguments 
made by the concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These 
details will also be available at our website www.tariffauthority.org. 

7 . . With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing 

of this case, the following position emerges: 

(i). Recently, this Authority has approved a special rate for water sprinkling on 
dusty cargo at the Visakhapatnam Port Trust This proposal is^also on 
similar lines. The system at the VPT is owned by the Port; but, the facility 
is hired by the MOPT. This decision of the MOPT is perhaps due to the on¬ 
going development of separate berths for handling coal/coke under BOOT 
arrangement. 
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(il). The Jindal Vijayanagaram Steel Limited (JVSL), the main user of this 
facility, has raised various objections including questioning the very 
necessity of charging a separate levy. It is relevant here to point out that 
the proceedings relating to VPT brought out the principle of ‘Pollutors Pay 1 
enunciated by the Supreme Court. Obviously, the port is not the pollutor. 
But, as a public trust and the person responsible to provide cargo handling 
facilities, the MOPT has provided pollution control system at the coal 
berths. It has to be recognised that any service / facility provided by a port 
trust will come with a cost Port Trusts are generally self financing 
organisations and do not get any grant from the Government to support 
their recurring (even to a large extent, capital) expenditure. Further, the 
MOPT has clarified that the relevant expenditure was not reckoned for 
computing wharfage charges for coal / coke. That being so, it will not be 

unreasonable for the MOPT to recover a separate charge to meet the 
expenditure on the dust suppression system. 

(iii) . The argument of the JVSL about the need for spraying during the monsoon 

season is well countered by the MOPT. Apart from the fact that spraying of 
chemical mixed water on coal/coke cannot be completely dispensed with 
during monsoon, it is not clear whether it would be feasible and economical 
to have contract for providing this facility in parts. As has been pointed out 
. by the KflOPT, if monsoon period quantity is excluded from the purview of 
the proposed levy, the quantity of cargo handled during the remaining 
period will have to pay a higher rate as the annual expenditure to be 
recovered may not perhaps undergo any change due to such an 
arrangement. 

(iv) . The MOPT has considered a traffic base of 2.75 miiiion tonnes for the 

purpose of arriving at the proposed rate. As against this, the quantity of 
coal/coke traffic handled is around 23.65 lakh tonnes in 2002-03 
(provisional) and 25.50 lakh tonnes in 2003-04 (estimated). In view of this 
positron, the basis of the point made by the JVSL about traffic growth and 
additional revenue to the port is not clear. 

(v) . Considering the annual expenditure of Rs 58.96 lakhs on dust suppression 

system and a traffic base of 2.75 million tonnes, the fate works out to Rs 

2.14 per tonne. It does not appear necessary and appropriate to round off 
this rate to Rs 2.25, as is proposed by the MOPT. It can be pegged at Rs 

2.15 per tonne. 

(vi) . There has been a brief discussion at the joint hearing on the possibility of 

the concerned users forming a consortium and operating this facility 
instead of the Port providing such a service. The JVSL agreed to examine 
this proposition further and take up with the Port Trust. !f this proposal 
materializes, it will be with prospective effect. Till such time, the Port will 
be providing this service. It is, therefore, necessary to fix a charge for the 
facility and service provided by the MOPT without waiting for the 
development in the matter relating to possible privatisation of the facility. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves a rate of Rs. 2.15 per tonne on coal / coke 
handled at Berth nos. 10 and 11 of the MOPT towards recovery of the expenditure on wet 
dust suppression system. 

A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADVT E/JV/l43/2003/Exty] 
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